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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE |
STATE OF NEVADA 1

im the matter of Alfred Chartz, Esq.,
for Contempt
DECISION |

Respondent  was commanded §»
show cause whw he should not be
adjudged zuilty of contempt for hav-/
fnz, as an attorney of record in the
matter of the application of Peter Kair
for a Writ tiabeas Corois filed in
thiz court a petition for rehearing ic
which he made use of the following
glatement:

“In my opinion, the decisions favor-
ing the power of the State to limit the
hours of labor, on the greund of the
police power of the State . are a’'l
s.rong, and written by men who have
mever performed manual labor, or oy
politicians and for polities. They ‘o

not know what they wrote about.” the tribunal of which he is a3 mem-
Respondent apeared in response 1o ber, and which the people, thromgh |
the eitation, filed a brief and made an the Constitution and by

sxtended address the Court

which he

10O

his brief or argument is to assist tac
couri in ascertaining the trnth per
taining te the pertinent facts, the rea
offect of decisions and the law appli

3
canle in the case, and he far oversteps

the beunds of professional conduel
when Le renorts to .srepresentation
false charzes or vilification.

He may uily present, discuss and
argue the evidence
freely indicate

wherein he bene,es

that decisions and rulings are wrong or |

erroneous, but
ont effectually

tlus he may do with-
making bald accusa-

tions azainst the motives and intelli- |
genee of the court, or being discour- |

teous or resorting to abuse which is
net argument nor convineing tg rea-
soning minds. If respondent has no
respect for the justices, he oaght to
have eumegh regard for his position
it the bar to refrain from

took the position that the Of the laws which ne. as an officer

words in question were nol contempt- of the court, has sworn to wuphold

and the law and |

attacting |

general eon- )

in sent have made the final interpreter |

ependence, may become want to use
ontemptypus, angry or insulting ex-
ressions at every adverse ruling un-
. it become the court’s clear duiy
1 choek the hahit by the severe les-
on of a punisnment for contempt.
The single insulting expression for
hieh the court punisnes mav there-
ore seem to these knowing nothing of
he prier ennduct of the attorney, ana
looking only at the single remark, a
wmtter o ich migzht well be unnotic-
| ed; and set if all the conduct of the
| itterney was Known, the duty of in-
erference and punis. ment mizght be
{ 2lear
1 We remark finally, that while from
|
]
|
|
|

he very nature of things the power
of a eourt to punish for contempt is

a vast power, and one which, in the

hands of a corrupt or unworthy judge
mayv be used tyrannically and unjust-
| Iy. vet protection to individunals lies
in the publicity of all judieial pro-
ecew nes, and the appea! which may
proceéedings against  any indee
proves himszelf nnwerthy of the power

]
tnns: disavowed any intention to eom- [and protect. I" intrustod to him."
mir a contempt of court; and, further These duties are sn plain that an_vi Where a contention arose hetween
that if the langauge was by the conrt "'_'1‘»‘!rl1=rn from them by a member! ¢ nsel as to whether a witness had
deemed to be objectionaple. he apoh-! 91 the bar would seem to be willful | pot aiready answered a ceriain ques-
gl,od fa it e and asked thar the and intentional misennduct. tion. and the court after fiearing the

1 b srrieien from fhe perition
In considering the foregoins state-
ment it is proper to note that in the
hriefs filed by Respondent upon th?
kearing of the case in the first 'n
stance. he used language of similar
import which this court did not taie
engnizance of, attributing its %se 10
over zealousness upon the part ol
connsel. but wanich was of such a 17-
ture that the Attorney General in his
reply orief referred 1o @ as insinuaf-
ine that the Legislature in enacting
and this court in sustaininz the law
were being “impelled er controlled by
some mythical political influence or
fear . which exists only in ihe pyro-
toohnie imizination of cvnsel”

Also. the case and its condition nt
the time nhjecuonable langange
was tised, should be 1aken into eonsid-

&

the

eration. The proceeding, in  whizh ¢
thiz petition was filed, had been
Lrouzht to test the ¢ mstitutionality

of a section of an Act of the Legisla- |
ture limiting labor to eight nours per

dav in smelters and other ore redne-:

tinn works, except in cases of emer-}’
gancy where life or properiv is in
imminant danger. Srtat. 1903, p. 3.

This . Aet had passed the Legislature
almost unanimously and had receiv-
ed the Governor's approval. At tne
time of fi''ng the petition, respond nt
was awarn that the court had
viodsly sustained the validity of th =
enactment as limiting the hours ¥
labor in undergronnd mines, Re
Boyee, £7 Nev. 327, 75 P. 1., 65 L. R,
A. 47, and in mills for the reduction
of ores, Re Kair 28 Nev. 80 P, 451,

nro.

The power of
contempt and to maintain dignitv in
their proeeodings is inherent and is
as ¢ld as .courts are old. - It is also
provided hy statute. By analogy we
nnie the adjudications and penalties
imposad in a few of the many cases

ord  Cottingham  imprisoned Ed-
mund
and member of the House of Com-
mons for sending a scandalous letter
ta one of the masters of the ecour’
and a commitiee
“claim to be discharged

opinion his

from imprisorment by reason of privi- i
| legde of parliament ouzht not to he
padmitted.”

When the ease of People vs, Twend
in New York came up a second time
hefore the zame judge, before the trial

2 NMilne and Craig, 317

Ll '113"](‘1_(‘“,l_ the nrisoner’s (‘l\ll“.ﬁ!?-l nr]
varely handed to the judege a letter
couched in respeetfnl langnage, in
waich they stated.
their elient feared, from ¢ha cireum
fu had
him, and
unhiased

conceived a
that
condition neces

inst

not in the

sary to afford an impartial trial. ‘and

respeetfully reqnested him to ecnsid
er whether he should not

some other iudge, at

declaring that no persnmal disrespec

was intended toward the judze of the'

courts to pmnizh for

L.echmere Charlton a harrister

from that bhody. afier
an investigation. reported that in their

snbstantially, that

stagces of the former trial, that the '
1o preindics
hiz mind was

relinauish
the dut~ of nresiding at the trial to
the szame time

renorter’'s notes  rvead, derided that
L she had answered it. whereunon one
of the attorneys sprang 1o his feef,
¢ud. turning to the court, sa.d4, in a
ltad trne and insulting manner:
She hae not answered the questign’”
hold that the attorney was miilty of
contempt rezaraless of question
w ether the decision of e courr wn=

the

a

rizht or wrone. Russell v, Circuit
Indes, /7T lowa, 102,

In Sears v. Starbwd, 75 €al. M1, 7
Am. St. 123. a brief reflecting nnen |

the trial judge was stricken trom the
record in the Supreme Court, hecausa
contained the following:

“The court, out o«
lode for a causa, the pasti=s in it or
thair counsel. or from an overzealous
desire tn adjudicate all matters points

Lo areuments and things,” conld not, with

- any degree of propriety under the law. |

pateh and doginr up the eanse of the
‘plain. ffs. whic.., perhaps, cara-
lazaness of their coun=al han Infr i
suchh a eonaiticn as to entitle them to
no relief whatever.”

In reference to this lanzuage it was
said in the opinion:

“iere is a net
the judge of ..o eonnm

tha

intincation that
selow did no
love of the parties or their eounse!
We see nothing iu 'ite rveeard which
suggasts thar such was the ecase.
U the contrary, ¢ action complained of

seems to s o have bheen ennrely
eonrt. The judgze retained the letter | proper: See Sil v. Reese, 47 Cal 340
and went on with the trial. At the Tha brief. therefore contains a groun.-
erd of the trial e sentenced three |ess e arze against the purity of mo-

of the writers to a fine of $250 each.

tive of the judge o the court below

a fullness of his|

On |

tne laws for » vindieaticn
of pubi.c w 21e rohis. nor the
officers « the duty of ad-
ministr 32 U 8,313,
In re nY. 4. .t was held
L.at 1o i » mte a e tion for
rehearin % that " Your
LONCrs D« »oaral an unjust de-

o  In ult'ng matter, is

on YT AR aet COn-
vempt on the part of the
aterney: hat whers  the lan-
guare s or wril en js of
necessarily ¢ fensive, the disavowal ot

cree,”’ n
to comr ¢
stituting 2

an inten‘iom to commii a contemnt
may tend t
arl  From a paragraph

opinion we anote:
“An nt! - mav unfit himself for
the n actica «f hia nrofession by the

|
;lhr-
|

iteel!

these tribunals f *ws'.': or the sup-
port and preservation of their respr .
tapility and independence; it hag ex-
isted from the ear... & vl t- ahicy
the annu's of jucisoarlza~e otend,
| and, except in a few casas of vartv v
{lence. it has been sanctioned xpd e
| tablished by the 2xp2rience of zges
Lord slayor of Londen's ease, 2 Wil
|son, 188: cpinion o. Kent €. 1. in
the ease of Yates, 4 7
json v, The Commonwealth 1 Bihh 548
At page 206 of Weeks on Attorneys,
2d edition it .s said:
“Language may

A1 7 )
ah 1ohn-

he contemptuous,

xense but eannot justify | w.echer written or spoken; and if in|
in that!the presenee of tle conrt

nntire
not essential before punishment. and
scandalous and insulting matter in a
petiticn for rehearing equivalent

is

| r . - - -,
'lmanner in which he conducts himself | to the commission in open conrt of an
|

in his intersovrse with the courts. He |

¢t eonstituting a contemnt., When

{ may be bonest and capable, and yet |the [anguage is capable of explana-

: ; Round trip rate from S " i
he mav en ~ adpst himself as to contin-| tion, and is explained, the proceedinegs SR0.00 ' R

unally interrnpt the business of the

course of conduet, render it impossi- |
lI:n!r- for the courts to preserve their |
| self-respect and the respect of the
public and at the samé time permit
him to aect as an officer and artorney.
| An attorney who thus studiously and
| systematieallv attempts to bring the
tribunals of jnstice into public con-
tempt is an unfit person to hold the
[ position and evercise the privileges of
| an officer of thaose tribunals. An open
| notorion= and puliie insult to the
| hizhest judicial triliunal of the State

for whieh an attorney econtumarcionzly)
| refises in any way to atone, may jus-
| tify the refusal of that tribunal to
recognize him in the fature as one of
its officers.”

In re Cooper, 32 Vi, the rte-
spondent was fined for ironically stat-
ing to a ju:tice of the peace, “1 think
this magzi-trate wiser than the Su-
preme econrt”  Redtield, C. J., said:

262,

| “The counnsel must submit 1n a jus
tice eourt as well as in this eourt,
and with the same formal respeet,
howerer diffiet, it mavy  le either

| here or there.”

' “We do not see that the relator ha

| any alternative ieft him but the sub-
| missirn 1o what e no doubt rezards
1,5 a ‘_'.'_‘_14{![1'[?5'!‘}?"“-"-]"“ aof the liw., hoth
| nn the part of the justice and of thiz
court. And in that respect he {5 in'a

conditien vervy similar foe mary who

'

{ falacy.”

| In Mahoney v, State. 717 N. E

{ an attorne- was fined 350 for saving
“l want to see whether the ecourt

‘ right or ot

1s

vowant to knoaw whether

)} the inferests of @y <hent ~r no.
| an4 making other insolent statements.

151.°

must he discontinued;: bot where it

. be made to the legislature for nro-| eourts in which he practices; or he iia cfiensive and insultinz per se, the |
who | may by a svsiematic and continuous|disavowal of an intention to commi

a contempt may tend to excuso
carnot justify the act. From an open.
notorions’ and public insnlt to a eonr

1 &

for which an attorney contumacionsly |
refusedi in any way to atone, he was |
fined for contempt, and his an'h-wrn:-‘l.

to nractice revoked.”
Other anthorities in ling with those
we have mentioned are cited in
note to re Cary., 10 Fed. 622, and
4 Cve, r. 20, where it said
coniempt may be committed
seting in pleadings, hriefs,
arzuments, petitions for rehearine or
other papers filed in eoum
or conlemptuous langinise,

the

in
that
by in.

motinns

=

reflecting

on the integrity of the conrt

By using the obiectionable !anguazs
started respondent became stiliv of a
,contempt which no ecngfruetfion of
the words can excilse or purge His
dizelaimer of an in.entional disres
per: to the court may pa'tliate bu
cannot nstify =2 charge whicen naddor

any exnlanation
dherwise than as reflec ny
tohizenece ami motives
aind which could
made Tor any other por
intimidars
decision.

Az we

heon sevs

vannar he punstiroed

onoLie -
of the cunr:,
searcely have inen
> ‘!l":

T ls E

or t!‘.‘l]‘!"']{l"r-" mience ONr

have seen,

roly
1y

have

attorneyvs
punished fou
guage in many insianeces not 30 o]
rebensible. bur n of the

view ficn-

“* | have failed to convince othors of the vowal in open court we uave econchyl-
» : ; soundness of their own views, or 10 ed not to impose a penaliy so harsh
v -, ™ » [ - ] 2 N -- - P . * L]
act from proper motives, but from aj became convineced themselves o ftheir as disharment

or suspepsion

| pra~ties, or fine or imp-isceameni
Nor do wa forze* that an preserihii g

aga. st Jbhe miseanjnes of

litieants onght vat to he punizhen or

prevented from o=intauaunyg in

from

At

| BErs essential ro the nresaivalion and
. enforcement of thar rights.

is |

but |

| diately,

insulting |

rcvs|

The|

| T am going to be heard in tiis ca=e B case all petitions, pleadinezs, and pa-| Balance in County Treasury at :

SPECIAL EXCURSION EFROM SAM
FRANCISCO TO CITY OF MEXICQ
AND RETURN. DECEMBER 16th,
1905.
A select party is being organized vy

the Southern Pacifie to leave San

; Franeisco tor Mexico City, Decemhar

16th, 1905. Train will contain fiaa

vestibule sleepers and dining car, ail

|the way on going trip. Time lim:t

will be sixty days., enabling excursion-

i5is to make side trips from City .t

Mexico to points of interest. On ro.

turn trip, stopovers will be allowed at

points on the main lines of Mexican

Central, Santa Fe or Southern Paci-

{fie. An excursion manager will ba 1n

| charge anid make all arrangements.
|

Pullmman berth rate to City of Mex-
1co, $12.00,
| For further information address 'a-

formation Dureau, 614 Market streat,
San Franciseo Cal.
S
Liberal Offer.

I bez to advise my patrons that tha
| price of dize records (either Vietor
!or Columbia), to take effect imme-
willi be as follows until fu.-
ther notice:

Ten inelh disks formerly
will be soid for 60 cents.
Saeven  inch formerly 350e,
Take advantage of this of-
fer. C. W. FRIEND.
—————N——
Notice to Hur ietrs.

Is given that
fonnd huntineg without a permit
by Theodo-a
will be prosecuted. A 1 »-
number of permits vill be sold
at $5 for the season or 50 cenils for
one day.

U cears
records

290,

now

Notiee herehy anv
AT SOV
Ot Lhe premil=es owned
Winters,

fted

—— A —

OFFICE COUNTY AUDITOR

To the Honorable, the Board of Comg
ty Commissioners, Gentlemen:

[}

I compliance with the law, ®
her>with =uhm my uarterly ree
rport shov.. g ...ty and dishurse
ments of Ormsby County, diring

the quarter ending Dec, 30, 1905,
Quarterly Report.
Ormshy County, Nevada. '

emd of last enarter ...... 29108 775

" —
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1 rred,

cision in Houden vs. Hardv. which
sustained the statute from which ours
is copied, and that all the court= nam- |
eid were adverse to tue views he ad- |
vocated. had resorted to abuse of the
Justices of this and other eourts, and
to imputa..ons of their motives,

The language quoted is tantamount
tn the charge that this trihu--~1"a=A
the Sunreme Courts of Utah, Missouri
and of the United States and wae Jnus- |
tices thereof who participated in the
opinions wupholding statutes limiting
the hours cf labor in mines. smelters
and other ere reduction works. were |
misguided by iznoance or base poli-
11641 considerdtions.© A

“Takihe tHe "most ' charfta¥les view,
it' cbtinsel hécdmd so imbaed and mis-

<lons that he honestly and eronbotsly
conceived that we were controlled bv
ignorance or sinister motives igstead
of by Iaw and justice Tn determining
~Anstithtional “‘or other auestions. and
t¥at ‘these “othér cowts and jndees
and ‘the ‘meénfbers of the lecisiatnra
and Governor were guilty of the accu-
sation he made oecause they and we
failed to follow the theoriés he ad-
vocated, and that his opinions ®ught
tn ontweigh and tarn the seale anf?mt,
the decisions of the four courts’ n¥m-’
e/ including theé' highest Tn' ther Tnstd
with nineteen justites _eoncurring,
nevertheless it was entirely)llnappr__o-
priate to trake the.«ta‘rmént in brief

If he really belle¥efi” or knew of
facts to sustain the charge.he made
he ought to have bheen aware that the
purpose of such a“document is to en-
lizhten the court in regard ‘to the
controlling -facts and the law. and
convince by argument. and net' to

iz not endowed with nower to“hear
or determine charges impeachingits
Justices. On the otner hand if he
did not believe the accusation and.

timidate or swerve from duty theé
Court in its uecision. the statement
would be the more censurable. So
*hat taking eitue- view. whether re-
spondent belleved or disbelieved the
. einous charge he made. such lan-
gunde ‘s urwarranted anf romtemn.

_tious, The guty of sa attormey im

ANEr | Qg oy e T,

{the ‘amount-shousa be paid.
! livering the opninion of the Supbeme
| Court of Kansas in Re rrior, 1% Kan.

72. 26 Am., 747, Brewer J., said:
“Upon this we remark. in

that a certa.n ru.ng
made iz contrary to every principle o

law and that evervhody _rowe it

Wa remark, secondiy, that an attor-
ney is under special obligations to be

considerate and respectful in his con

{ duet and communications to a judge
He iz an officer of the court. and it is
therefore his duty to uphold its honor

aand dignity.

profession carries with' it

proceedings”aré pending.

slightest 1
courtesy anfl) rpspeet.;
ahomae.he_ )

i

“the Ccase eous and respectfn

-

lrﬂ'.t'mehkf A fadlgre to extend this
Aa respectful treatment is
itt may he er
gross a dereliction as to warrant the
exercise of the power to nunish .for

cqm.en?t B e, . :

41 1”40 that 3u_dvery case where a
judge decides for one party, he de-
, cides against another; and oftimes
abuse and vilifv. and fhat this court { Potlf partilis “wrq.be

t‘@t'ﬂ asy

a Taflure of dpuy: arfd

confident’ and sangifine.

judee. therefors. ought to ha patinnt

and tonlerate evervining that gmmearec

but :he momentary outbreak ¥ die. | gential to the »™otx"im of the
amnointment. A second th txwll | consis in, the ﬂ.lly:hqr:e.,pt.thﬂr fun
generally make » party ash o Withoat it ,udciial trihuuﬁ‘

such an outbreak. So an

et a1 TR T [ pe—

In de-

asfirst
nlace toat the lanevage of this létter
is very insulting. To say to a judge
which he has

ecertainly a most severe imputation

tol recéive !rmm overy attorney

e hand eomallv
The disap-
pointment, therefore, is great, apd it
ix not in buman nature that thilfre
| should be other than bitter fesiine
made it with a cesire to mislead, in-| Which often reaches to the jullge ac
the cause of the supposed wrong. A

otney

to perform the duty of the court in
investigating the conauct of ‘Its' offi-
cers. “was held to be contempituous.
211 P Had. ¥ ‘

‘. In re Terry, 36 Fed. 41% an axireme
case, for, charging the court with hav-
! ing oveen bribea. "resisting rameval
from the conrt:room by the marsha.
:+ | acting under sn order from the bench
and using aovusive language, one of
.| the defenaants was sent to jail i'r
thirty days and the other for six
months. Judge _erry, who had not
-, made any accusation - against the
court sought release and to be pure-
ed of the contempt by a sworn patit-
jon in which he alleged that in the

The mmdependence of the| transaction he did not have the slight-

the right | est idea of showing any disrespect to

cHitfed By il ToWn lddhs and ondth- freely to challenge, criticise and con

- | the eourt. It was held that this could

demst all matters and things under re-| not avail or relieve him and it was
view and in evidemce. F-i:' with this
privilege goes the corresponding obli-
| gation of constant courtesy and res
pect toward the trivunal im which the
And the
faet that thé& tribupial 3s° an inferior
one, and its rulings not final and with-
out appeal, does not aiminfsh in the
degree this obligation ' ofi

y A" fustice ot
whom the most trif-
ling Mmattér “7s: being litigated is en-

said:

“Thée law Imputes an’ intent to ac-
- | complish the natural result of one’s
acts, and. when those acts are of a
criminal nature, it will not accept.
against such implication the denial ot
the transgressof. No one would be
safe if a denial or.a wrongful or erimi-
nal intent would suffice to realese the
violator from the punishment due in
his offenses.” '

In an apphleation for a writ of ha-

! | Justice Harlan, speaking for the Su-
preme court of the United States sa'l:
~ “We hayve seen that it is a settled,

Toctrine in the jurisprudence both of

England and of this couniry, never

rerty of the citizens, that for direct
oontempt committed in the face of

jurisdiction, the offender may in its
discretion. be instantly apprehended
and immediately imprisoned. withoat
trial or:issue, and without other proof
than its actual knowledge of what oe-
eunredl; and that, according to an uh-

‘back to the earliest ‘times, ‘snch pow-

and Mable to*abuse; ‘Is absolutely es-

el

- o v T = dae

beas ‘corpus growing out of that case’

suposed to be in conflict with the lib- |

the court, at least one of superior*

broken chain of .authori.ies reachin®

er, altoough arb.trary .n its nature’

face of the court. meotwithstanding a
Midsrowad "Bt disrespactful® ifitelition,
A fine of $399 was infposed wita an al-
ternative of serving im jail. = 7 07,
The Chief Justice speaking for the
conrt in State v. Morrill, .16 Ark. 3190
said: roEan .
“If it was thé general habit of the
commiuity to denounice; degrafle. and
disregard the décisions and indements
of the cBufts, no man of selfrespect
and just pride of' redusa i Wl re-
main upon 'the vench. and such ohly
would bécbmé uie ministhra Bl the
law as were insensible 1o defamation
and coatemnt. ' ‘But Hadnily for the
gbod order of sotiety, men, an espec-
ially’ the people af this country. are
sonaralle nhed “respect and
abide the decisibns bf the tribunals

mon arbiters ‘' of their rights. But
where isolated ‘individuals, In viola

on

iture?"in'd aisregardful of law and
‘order. wontanly attempt to obstruct
‘ae eonrae of Publié julstice by disre-
garding and excifing disrespect for
the decizicns of s tribuna 3, cvery
good c'tizen will point them out as
proner subjects for legal amimadver-
P b .

s | g s

“an’ enlightenad ‘and 561
‘zoverned by ‘a high sense of nrofes-
sional 'ethics~and tleen_ty'jxw f’ as
they always are, of its necessity to
ald in the maintenance of public res-

pect for ifs opinfons.™ -
In Somers v. Torrey. 5 Paige Ch. 64

tornevw ho put his hand to scandalous
"and Tipétiinent twatter stoed agajinst
the commanant and one not a party
&4 tNe it E 1i§olé’ & rg :

the court ¥fid chargeable “with the

from the record.
P (LY. Grafine, 1 La. At 183,
AMé eourt Meld ‘that it couwld not con.
sistently with its duty receive a brief
‘expressed ' im:disrespectiul. la 5
and ordered the clerk to take it from

State v. Tinton, 1 Biack(. 1vé, said:

ont, Whe respect neither °- - Thiy ‘great power is emtrusted te of Feb

ordained by government as the rnm.l‘

‘of the. better mnstincts of human |”

siopl ™ ¢ -_e
= A cdrt st hiturkily look 'first to
! ve bar, |
F 28 Am. D. 411, it was held that the at.,

& Tensure P}

cost of the nroeeedings tb have it ex-|

disrespectful or contemptuous. but he
®ieD earnestiy edatended that the lan-
ulige chidrged dkainsd him>and which
[Ne-admitted ceviag-ueed was not dis-
respectful or contatfiptuous.” In the
last contention, [ tnink he was plain-
ly in erftir.

The duty of courta fn' matters of
this kind@ 1s indeed an unpleasant nne
such._at least. it has' a'ways appeared
o me. Yet it must sometimes he
done. 4
1 “TLerslore, T° concur i the concin-
sicd rea iand in the order stated
ié!l.t_th_a opimion of Justice Talbot, to-

- had Yy 4

L k,rmaﬂ that-the pffencive pet-
ftion’ 8. stricken from the files. that
tespondent stand reprimanded and
‘warned. “and chat he pay the costs of
this proceeding. "

; Fitzgerald. (" .

—_— -
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¥ The Cegtinental Casualty Company
_of mond Indiana.

General office, Chicago, Iills.’
Capital (paid up) 200,060
Assets 1,708,611
Liabilitfes, exclustve of capi-

til and*det sirpias .. 1,157.641
i i .. mcomb» vy
Premiums
Other sources .........
Total income, 185

Hn
28

993 904 X
Al 16,500 06
Other expenditures ... 1.113.131 64
Tota]l expenditures, 1905 2123536 45
soonnoue . Business 1905
Risks written .... . " none
J’!-zmm*i 2.631875 &7
"Losses Incarrad . .v: .. .a0 1,009,644 S1
+ . /Nevada Business
sks written ...........
ifums received .....
mm A R0 BTV ES AN S “.5“ ot
Losses imcurre: 2634 5:
Eioape 84 ol _‘;.‘,whw"m“r!_
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‘“‘mpne
80025 56
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= g pany. .= court” and  that  they felt ‘and! M. Co. 61 val. 117. The cou-t In Brown v. Bfown IV Ind. 72/, the Norcross, J. : '
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Co. school fund Dist. T .. .- DI5R 4815

Co. school fund Dist. 2 ...... 159 14
Co. shoo! fund Dist. 2 ....... 257 Mg
Co. echool fund Dist. 4 ...... 212 W
State school fund Dist. 1 ... 3558 &5
State school fund Dist. 2 .. 216 1K
State school fund Dist. 3 .., 433 7

Agl Assn fund A. ........... H86 1214
Agl. Assp. fund B. .....:..... 92 1615
Agl. Assn. fund Spel. ...... 1529 74

Co. school fund Dist.1 Spel .73
Co. school fund Dist, 1 library

20

{40

............................ 6 B0
Co. school fund Dist. 4 library

0 8 0 O T AR L 4 i 50
Total $I1ETT 173

H. B. VA NETTEN
County Treasurer.

Disbursements

Gengral fund ............... 4200 K7
Salary fupd ...eccecs0000 vee e 2060
County school fund ............ 1 e
Co. school fund Dist, 1 ... . .2 398 KD
Co. school fund Dist, 2 ....... 173
Co school fund. Dist. 3 ...... =19 &7
Co. school fund Dist. 4 ...... 122 m

State school fund Disy 1 ....2611 6
State school fund Dist 2 ....
State school fund Dist 3 .....1200
State school fund Dist 4 «,....110 W
“Co. sechool fund ...

e | O | 1)

16936 4

Recapitulation
in Treasury January 1, 1%W
N | S 39108 778
Receipts from January 1st to

March 3ist 1906 ........95104 813
Disbursements from Jannary 1

to March 3list 1906, ...... 16956 42
Balance cash in Co. Treasury

April 1st 1908 . ...

H. DIETERTCH

« County audito
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